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February 24,2003 

VIA H A N D  DELf  VERY 

Marlcnc H.  Dortch, Secretary 
Fedci-dl Communications Comniission 
Office of the Secretary 
c/o Vistronix, Inc. 
236 Massachusetts Abenue, N.E. 
Sui te  I10 
Washington, DC 20002 

2 4 200.3 

Re: Notice of  Oral EX Purte Presentation in CG Docket No. 02-278, “Rules and 
Regulations Implementing the Telephone Consumer Protection Act of  
1991 

Dcar Ms. Dortch: 

Today the undersigned met with Margaret Egler, Deputy Bureau Chief for Policy in the 
Consumer and Governmental Affairs Bureau ( T G B ” )  and Richard Smith, Acting Chief, Policy 
Division, CGB, to discuss issues raised in the comments and reply comments we filed on behalf of 
Vector Marketing Corporation (“Vector”) in  the above-captioned proceeding. 

Specifically, we discussed the need for the FCC to create a narrow exemption from the 
rrquirenieiits of its proposed rules for individual direct sellers like Vector’s sales representatives, who 
call only small numbers of personal referrals using non-business telephones for the purpose of setting up 
lace-to-lace sales meetings. 

Pursuant to 47 C.F.R. 5 1.1206, we are enclosing the original and one copy ofthis Notice 
for your office, and one copy each for Ms. Egler and Mr. Smith. 

Should there he any questions regarding this matter, please do not hesitate to contact us 

Very truly yours, 

Cc: Margaret Egler 
Richard Smith 


